Dear Jim, 4/ 12/73 

Thank: you for calling to is y attention the pert of ''imsy’a letter of April f,1«78 
that rfer3 to s®. 

There are a number of reasons why I'd prefer not to write and correct in 

person. Sot the least is that while I can undo:. stand the kind of thief he has been all 
Ms Ufa I cannot either understand or approve the kind of thief Dane is. I hope I am 
wrong in believing that in Jiaay Jimmy will lsar. But I want to atay out of anpthing 
with which nans is in any way associated, cessing from & dozen years of personal ex- 
perience and close observation. 

f iJhat you sent m reads , "Concluding, Weinberg has also apparently told -Jack Ander- 
son that the FBI didn't burglary my sis tor house. There also has been re porta that 
Weisberg is now a consultant for the justice department, which is apparently goes along 
with his public statements that the FBI is beyond reproach in anything related to the 
King case." 

The totality of falsehood in this is but one step from perfection. H my had better 
have questions about who feeds hi® this kind of stuff - as well as about Ms own state 
of mind when he credits it. 

I have never scan *ack Anderson in person, have never spoken to hist by phone - have 
never had any kind of contact with his. I gave om who works for >r*« a cosy of a record 
•i had attained relating to the FBI «nti buying and wiretapping. Period. 1 not adly did not 
say there was no break-in at Carol's, 1 believed there had been mri l so told Jerry in 
suggesting that ^arel and fee sight want so to palul this but if they did you'd require 
releases froa tiles. («aybe I scat you s copy of that letter in case you hoard frora 
either one of the®, I'® sot certain because it was Btsm time ago, saybe in 1976.) 

When the Department of Justice represented to a court in a civil action that I 
aa a subject expert of sore knowledge than anyone in the FBI the court; directed sse to 
act as the Bepartsent* s consultant .aaMas.t the Fig . That tins last ^owssber. To this 
very day, as you know, X have not received a penny froa ttf.jt bad been asked to serve 
in this role by Ukj Jivil Division, vihio's the n wsait to the judge when X did aoc agree 
to do it. So in the aeons Jimy saya it ha is wrong, as lie is in ad. it ion because I am 
not a 3J eaployae. iiy unwilling function is Halted to the- directive of the court. 

You know all about this but X sea no reason to amplify it, given ih® twists and turns 
apparent in what ^iway has written. Sa has been fed such poison and it stows. surely 
has taken his judgement away froia Ms. 

Shore he got that bit about my "public statements’. that the FBI is beyon reproach 
in anything related to the Xing case" I esz£t Imagine. Can this be tfcs mr<a vfca read 

only thing I have ever said that esa be talon a* a defense of the FBI in 
any aspect of the Sing cess relates to tbs bane fabric.?. tic® which has tesca hurtful to 
Jisusy and will be sore hurtful to Jisay. ban© says the FBI killed king. After the pub- 
lisher got into the act he softened this to "has to be- eoneldersA ths prlsac suspect," 
which says almost the ssese thing. In either formulation it la false* as- is each and 
every one of t to supposed facts that supposedly support this fabrication. So whan I was 
asked if the FBI killed King I replied that X tes no reason even to suspect tills. Bow- 
ever„ J&s y, who also knows that it is not true in Ms own way and pretends otherwise, 
like the banc fabrication and the attention it has gotten. (So does tte FBI, which is 
helped, not hurt by such easily die proven lies.) So if anybody disagrees with Uss that 
help tto FBI ho becomes their defender. This is pretty sick, even for JSswsy with all of 
Ms assay problems. In all other aspects I have never been other than, extremely critical 
of the FBI for anything and everything connected with the Xing case, as Jiay has to know. 

Sincer ly, %rold Weiaberg 



